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MEMBERS OF THE BOARD 

 

 

 John Naimo 
   Auditor-Controller  

 Steve Robles 
   Chief Executive Office  

 Patrick A. Wu 
   Office of the County Counsel 

NOTICE OF MEETING 

The County of Los Angeles Claims Board will hold its regular meeting on 
Monday, April 21, 2014, at 9:30 a.m., in the Executive Conference Room, 648 
Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, Los Angeles, California. 

AGENDA 
1. Call to Order. 

2. Opportunity for members of the public to address the Claims Board on 
items of interest that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the 
Claims Board. 

3. Closed Session - Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation 
(Subdivision (a) of Government Code Section 54956.9). 

 
a. Gillian Baker, et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 

United States District Court Case No. CV 11-0550 
 

This lawsuit alleges that the Department of Children and Family 
Services wrongfully detained two minors, and alleges excessive 
force was used by a Sheriff's Deputy during an arrest at 
juvenile court; settlement is recommended in the amount of 
$250,000. 
 
See Supporting Documents 

 
4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session. 
 
5. Approval of the minutes of the April 7, 2014, meeting of the Claims 

Board. 
 

See Supporting Document 
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6. Items not on the posted agenda, to be referred to staff or placed on 
the agenda for action at a further meeting of the Board, or matters 
requiring immediate action because of emergency situation or where 
the need to take immediate action came to the attention of the Board 
subsequent to the posting of the agenda. 
 

7. Adjournment. 



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Gillian Baker, et al. v. County of
Los Angeles, et al.

CASE NUMBER CV 11-0550

COURT

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA.1040411,1

United States District Court

07/06/2011

Department of Children and
Family Services

Sheriff s Department

$ 250,000

Robert R. Powell
Law Offices of Robert R. Powell

Lauren M. Black
Principal Deputy County Counsel
Social Services Division

Avi Burkwitz
Peterson Bradford Burkwitz

Wrongful detention of minors

$ 230,787

$ 38,738



Case Name: Gillian Baker and Shane Buono v. County.of Los Angeles __

Summary Corrective Action Pian
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CAIfFORN~P

The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary for at#achment
to the settlement documents developed far the Board of Supervisors and/or the County of Los Angeles
Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claims/lawsuits' identified root causes
and corrective actions (status, time frame, and responsible party). This summary does not replace the
Correct+ve Action Plan form. (f there is a question related to confidentiality, please consult
County Counsel.

Date of incident/event:
July 15, 2010

Briefly provide a description
of the incidenUevent: The plaintiffs alleged that the Department of Children and

Family Services (DCFS) conducted an unlawful removal and
detention of their children.

1. Briefly describe the root causes) of the claim/lawsuit:

The plaintiffs alleged that the Department of Children and Family Services (DCFSj
conducted an unlawful removal and detention of their children.

2. Briefly describe recommended corrective actions:
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any disciplinary actions if appropriate)

The Department had relevant policies and procedures in effect at the time of the
incident and the Department is continuing to update i#s protocols regarding consent.

3. Are the corrective. actions addressing department-wide system issues?
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County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

X Yes —The corrective actions address department-wide system issues.

C7 No —The corrective actions are only applicable to the affected parties.

N8f1'16: (Risk Management Coordinator)

Anna D. Hoizners -..
Sign ture: I /

:~ ;1~. ~:~—
Name: (Department Head)

PHILIP L. BROWNING
Signature ~.~, /~~

Date'

~~ ~~~~c ~

Date'

Chief Executive Office Risk Management Inspector General USA ONLY

Are the corrective actions applicable to other departments within the County?

D Yes, the corrective actions potentially have County-wide applicability

❑ No, the corrective actions an applicable only to this department.

' N8m@: (Risk Management Inspector Gonerap

Sig ~ture' ~ / Date:~: ~~ ~ , ../
f

4~
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Case Name: Gillian Baker v. County g~os Angeles ~.~~

Summary Corrective Action Plan

The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary 
for attachment

to the settlement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors and/or the Count
y of Los Angeles

Claims Board. The summary should be a speciftc overview of the clalmsllawsuits' ident
ified root causes

and corrective actions (sta#us, time frame, and respansib{e party). This summary does
 not replace the

Corrective Action Plan form. If there is a question related to confidentiality, please consult

County Counsel.

Date of incident/event: Tuesday, July 20, 2010; unknown time (a.m: hours)

Briefly provide a description
of the incidentlevent: ~.~~~~~~ .K~r;Y~ ~°'~~~ ~~ ~-'~ a~~~~

Summary Corrective ~lcfiit~n Plan'No; 2014003

On '1'it~sday; July 20, 2010, a 4.os Angles: Caun#y. deputy. sheriff,

assigned to Deparhnent 412, Edotmari Children's Courk,.. 2Q'1 Centre

Plaza 1~c(ve; IVlanteroy C?ar~c, was canduGting a ravfsw a~ th~;daily court

c~lend~r when he was ~pproaahed' by two detectives from the, l.os

Attgei~s police Department. Thy detectives wire armed with arrest

wacra~n#s.fi~r.bszfh fhe:piafr~tiff and her companion: (Tlie ptain~ffi.an~ her

cgmpanion were sctiedulad to be iri 'that. court-that marniiig $inca they

were p~rrti~es in_ a case uhd+er #he. Juri~di~on _of the t,os Angeles CetwntjF

.Department o~ Ghiidr~n and. ~ami(y Services.) The d~ttecti~~s reques~e~

`the help of the depufy sherifF in identifying the pl~lnffff aril 'her

companion when they aRived.

Ttie t,#eputy sheri~F focafed ate two ind{viduals ciescrib~d by ti p

det~ctiv~s artd gained : ~'+eir coopera#inn. They wire escrirt~td into an

adj nt morn where #ley. were arcesf~d ~in~ handcu#~ed urithout

incident key tfie wai#ing detectives: The :det~tives :ssc~iterl th:e ptatritiff

and Fiar C imp~nion tv a :tiv~~tlrrg ;pcilice department; vehtele end

transported away from the location.

No physical force was used by the police detectives or the deputy

sheriff.

1. Briefly describe the root causes) of the claimllawsuit:

In her lawsuit, the plaintiff alleged she was subjected to excessive force by members 
of the Los

Angeles County Sheriff s Department.

This section intentionally left blank.
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County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Aotion Plan

2. Briefly describe recommended corrective actions:
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any dlaclpilnary actions if appropri

ate)

The Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department had relevant policies and procedures/protocols in effect

at the time of the incident.

The Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department's training curriculum addresses the circumstances which

occurred in the incident.

This Incident was reviewed by representatives from the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department's

Court Services East Bureau. No employee misconduct Es suspected, and no evidence substantiating

the plaintiffs allegations) was discovered. No systemic issues were identified. Consequently, no

personnel-rotated administrative action was taken, and no other corrective action measures are

recommended nor contemplated.

Are ttie corrective actions addressing department wPde system issues?

❑ Yes —The corrective actions address department w{de system issues.

~ No —The corrective actions are only applicable to the affected parties.

Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department

Name: (Risk Management Coordinator)

Ronald D. Williams, Captain
Risk Management Bureau

Signature: bate:

~~>,~~

Name: (Department Head

Roberta A. Abner, Chief
Professional Stan ds Division

Signature:. - Date:

~/ ' q ~~

This section intentianaily left blank.
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County of Los Angeles
Summary Collective Action Plan
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING

April 7, 2014

1. Call to Order.

This meeting of the County of Los Angeles Claims Board was called to
order at 9:30 a.m. The meeting was held in the Executive Conference Room,
648 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration, Los Angeles, California.

Claims Board Members present at the meeting were: John Naimo,
Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu.

Other persons in attendance at the meeting were: Office of the County
Counsel: Stacey Lee, Joyce Aiello, Rod Castro-Silva, and Jennifer Lehman; Fire
Department: Anthony Marrone; Sheriff s Department: Lt. Patrick Hunter and Sgt. Bruce
Cantley; Outside Counsel: Avi Burkwitz and Heather Bean.

2. Opportunity for members of the public to address the Claims Board
on items of interest within the subject matter jurisdiction of the
Claims Board.

No members of the public addressed the Claims Board.

3. Closed Session — Conference with Legal Counsel — Existing
Litigation (Subdivision (a) of Government Code Section 54956.9).

At 9:32 a.m., the Chairperson adjourned the meeting into Closed Session
to discuss the items listed as 4(a) through 4(c) below.

4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session.

At 10:39 a.m., the Claims Board reconvened in open session and reported
the actions taken in Closed Session as follows:

a. Michael Bryant v. County of Los Angeles
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 491 485

This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the Fire
Department was subjected to reverse discrimination.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the
settlement of this matter in the amount of $250,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 -John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu

HOA.1060273.1



b. Eric Buege v. County of Los Angeles, et aL
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Nos. BC 474137
and BS 137 507
Civil Service Commission Case No. 12-364

These lawsuits and Civil Service Commission case concern
allegations against the Fire Department of non-compliance-with the
California Public Records Act, discrimination, harassment, and
retaliation under the Fair Employment and Housing Act, and the
appeal of an ordered absence.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the
settlement of this matter in the amount of $525,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 -John Naimo and Steve Robles
Abstentions: 1 - Patrick Wu

c. James Shortt v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No. CV 11-05484

This lawsuit concerns allegations of civil rights violations based on
the actions of the County's Sheriff s Department and District
Attorney's office, that resulted in a wrongful murder conviction.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the
settlement of this matter in the amount of $425,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 -John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu

5. Approval of the minutes of the March 17, 2014, meeting of the Claims
Board.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board approved the minutes.

Vote: Ayes: 3 -John Naimo, Steve Robles; and Patrick Wu

6. Items not on~the posted agenda, to be referred to staff or placed on
the agenda for action at a further meeting of the Board, or matters
requiring immediate action because of emergency situation or where

' the need to take immediate action came to the attention of the Board
subsequent to the posting of the agenda.

No such matters were discussed.
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7. Adjournment.

The meeting was adjourned at 10:44 a.m.

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

By
Carol J. Slosson
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